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  This presentation is based on the work of the FRSAR Working 
Group and suggestions from the Advisory Group, established by 
the IFLA Division IV. Bibliographic Control and especially the 
Section of Classification and Indexing.  

  FRSAR Working Group members: Leda Bultrini,  Lois Mai Chan, 
Jonathan Furner,  Edward O’Neill,  Gerhard Riesthuis,  Athena 
Salaba,  Diane Vizine‐Goetz, Ekaterina Zaytseva, Marcia Lei Zeng, 
and Maja Zumer.   

  FRSAR Advisory Group members: Victoria Francu, Hemalata Iyer, 
Dorothy McGarry, David Miller, Päivi Pekkarinen, and Barbara 
Tillett.  

  The communication and sharing with the FRANAR Working Group 
chaired by Glenn Patton.   

  IFLA, OCLC, and Kent State University have provided funding, 
facilities, and tremendous support.  



  FRBR: Functional Requirements for Bibliographic Records 
  Original framework (approved 1997, published 1998) 
  Defines all entities 
  Focus on Group 1 entities 

  FRAR /FRAD: Functional Requirements for Authority Data 
  Authority records 
  Focus on Group 2 entities 
  Just published (June 22, 2009) 

  FRSAR /FRSAD: Functional Requirements for Subject Authority 
Data 
  Focus on Group3 entities 
  Established April 2005 
  Draft Report released for comments (June 23, 2009) 
  http://nkos.slis.kent.edu/FRSAR/ 



  Group 1 
   (products of intellectual and artistic endeavor) 
▪  Work 
▪  Expression 
▪  Manifestation 
▪  Item 

  Group 2  
   (actors related to Group1 entities) 
▪  Person 
▪  Corporate Body 
▪  [Family (added by FRAD)] 

  Group 3  
   (subjects of works) 
▪  All in Groups 1 and 2 plus: 
▪  Concept 
▪  Object 
▪  Event 
▪  Place 



  to build a conceptual model of Group 3 entities 
within the FRBR framework as they relate to the 
aboutness of works,  

  to provide a clearly defined, structured frame of 
reference for relating the data that are recorded in 
subject authority records to the needs of the users 
of those records, and  

  to assist in an assessment of the potential for 
international sharing and use of subject authority 
data both within the library sector and beyond.  

FRSAR = Functional Requirements for Subject Authority Records 



 User Tasks  

FRSAD 

Find a subject entity 
or entities 

Identify  
Select  

Explore relationships, 
etc. 

FRBR 

Find  

Identify 

Select 

Obtain 

FRAD  

Find 

Identify an entity 

Contextualize, place 
in context, explore 
relationships  

Justify the form of an 
access point 



  How to subdivide (if at all)? 
  Object, Concept, Event, Place 
  Concrete/abstract 
  Class/instance 
  Other models  

‘Issues’ with Group 3 



Scenarios discussed 
  “Continuation” 

  Keep FRBR Group 3 entities and only analyze attributes 
and relationships.  

  “Expansion”  
  Add time to the FRBR list. 

  “Revision”  
  Take Ranganathan’s facets as basis. 
  Take  <indecs>  as the basis.  
  Make a pragmatic list of entities. One example is the 

one by Buizza and Guerrini 





  Entities: 
  Thema: any entity used as a subject of a work 
  Nomen: any sign or sequence of signs (alphanumeric 
characters, symbols, sound, etc.) by which a thema is 
known, referred to or addressed 



This model confirms one of the basic relationships defined in 
FRBR:  
WORK has as subject THEMA / THEMA is subject of WORK. 
    Thema = "any entity used as a subject of a work". 
    Thema includes any of the FRBR entities: 

  Group 1 and Group 2 entities and,  
  in addition, all other subjects of works.  

WORK has as subject THEMA /  
THEMA is subject of WORK 



This model also proposes a new relationship:  
THEMA has appellation NOMEN / NOMEN is appellation of 
THEMA. 

•  NOMEN = any sign or sequence of signs (alphanumeric 
characters, symbols, sound, etc.) by which a thema is 
known, referred to or addressed 

THEMA has appellation NOMEN / 
 NOMEN is appellation of THEMA  



Note: in a given controlled vocabulary and 
within a domain, a nomen should be an 
appellation of only one thema 



different 
types of 
nomen 

nomen 
representation=“graphic” 

Source: STN Database Summary Sheet: USAN 
(The USP Dictionary of U.S.  

Adopted Names and International Drug Names) 

Example: various nomens for the same thema 



  Different and overlapping meaning of ‘subject’, 
‘topic’, ‘concept’, ‘class’, etc. 

  Different views on granularity 
  ‘Name’ understood as ‘proper name’ 

Therefore: 
  Terms from Latin that do not have to be 
translated and are not loaded with other 
meanings  



  Hierarchical 
  Partitive 
  Generic 
  Instance 

  Associative  

Other thema‐to‐thema relationships are 
implementation‐dependent 



Source:  Art and Architecture Thesaurus Online 







  Equivalence 

Equivalence can be specified further, e.g.: 
▪  replaces/is replaced by 
▪  has variant form/is variant form 
▪  has derivation/is derived from 
▪  has acronym/is acronym for 
▪  has abbreviation/is abbreviation of 
▪  has transliterated form/is transliteration of 

  Partitive 



20 

  to separate what are usually called concepts 
(or topics, subjects, concepts, classes [of 
concepts]) from what they are known by, 
referred to, or addressed.  



  Type 
  attributes are implementation‐dependent. Type is 
therefore the only general attribute, but its values 
are, again, implementation‐dependent.  

  In most implementations we can organize thema 
according to their kind or type.  



  Unified Medical Language System 
(UMLS) semantic types 

Entities 
Physical Object  

        Organism  
        Anatomical Structure  
        Manufactured Object  
        Substance  

Conceptual Entity  
        Idea or Concept 
        Finding 
        Organism Attribute  
        Intellectual Product 
        Language  
        Occupation or Discipline  
        Organization  
        Group Attribute  
        Group 

   Art and 
Architecture 
Thesaurus (AAT) 
facets   

  [Top of the AAT hierarchies]  
       Associated Concepts  
       Physical Attributes   
       Styles and Periods   
       Agents  
       Activities   
       Materials   
       Objects  

Events 
 Activity  

        Phenomenon or Process  



  Type: type of nomen, such as identifier, controlled name 

  Scheme: scheme in which the nomen is established 

  Reference source: source in which the nomen is found 

  Representation: way in which the nomen is expressed 
such as picture, letters, symbols, sound  

  Language: language of a nomen 

  Script: script used for the nomen 

  Transcription/Transliteration: rules, system, or 
standard used to render the nomen in a different 
representation  



  Encoding: Any character set, used for a nomen, will be 
encoded according to a particular standard  

  Form: additional information, which helps to interpret 
the nomen  

  Time of validity: time period, in which a particular 
instance of nomen is/was used or is/was valid within a 
scheme  

  Audience: community or user group for which this 
nomen is the preferred form  

  Status: status of a particular nomen in a controlled 
vocabulary  



  Report lists the most common generally applicable 
attributes 

  Not all are applicable in all cases 
  Additional, implementation‐specific attributes may 

be defined 
  Elements such as notes and/or administrative data 

are currently included in  subject authority records 
  Records: may merge thema and nomen (or even a 

set of nomen) descriptions into one record.  



"Functional Requirements for Subject Authority 
Data (FRSAD) ‐‐ Draft Report"  
  Available through: 
http://nkos.slis.kent.edu/FRSAR/index.html  

  or directly from: 
http://nkos.slis.kent.edu/FRSAR/report090623.pdf 

  Comments deadline: July 31, 2009 to 
mzeng@kent.edu and asalaba@kent.edu  


